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SPECIAL MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL
MIDDLETOWN, CONNECTICUT
October 14, 2010

TRAFFIC AUTHORITY APPEAL HEARING
ON-SITE PARKING ON LONG HILL ROAD

A Traffic Appeal Hearing regarding on-site parking change to Long Hill Road, a
special meeting of the Common Council of the City of Middletown was held in the
Media Room of Moody School, on Thursday, October 14, 2010 at 6 p.m.

Deputy Mayor Joseph E. Bibisi, Council Members Thomas J. Serra, Vincent J.
Loffredo, Philip J.. Pessina, Gerald E. Daley, Robert P. Santangelo, Hope P.
Kasper, Grady L. Faulkner, Jr., Deborah A. Kleckowski, and David Bauer,
Corporation Counsel William Howard Sergeant-at-Arms Acting Chief of Police
Patrick McMahon, and Council Clerk Marie O. Norwood.

Mayor Sebastian N. Giuliano Council Members Ronald P. Klattenberg and James
B. Streeto.

Aggrieved Party Louise Astin, Kathleen Dion, William Arrigoni, Acting City
Attorney Timothy Lynch, Sergeant Craig Elkin, retired, and four members of the
public.

Deputy Mayor Bibisi called the meeting to order at 6:06 p.m. and leads the public
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

The Call of Meeting was read and accepted. Deputy Mayor Bibisi declares the
Call a Legal Call and the Meeting a Legal Meeting.

Councilman Bauer states he rises that he must recuse himself from the business
tonight; my sister is at 726 Long Hill Road and is an aggrieved member. He
advocated on behalf of the aggrieved with the Mayor and Police and he was the
FOIA requester for the aggrieved parties and it shows a preponderance of
advocacy for the appeal.

Councilman Serra states in that vein, the Public Safety Committee meeting
vetted this a number of months ago and people, the commission, showed their
position on this and the possible resolution on this and he would like a ruling from
Corporation Counsel whether or not we should recuse ourselves from this.

Corporation Counsel Howard states you bring up an issue of predetermination
and if it were carried for an appeal to the Superior Court and any issue that can
be raised is fairness of the proceeding and it could be raised if persons who
heard the matter in a legislative manner and issued an opinion how the matter
came out, but should be looked at as fair and if you can influence the matter, it
would be sounder, legally, if you did recuse themselves. Councilman Serra
states he is asking this because Public Safety Committee agreed it was a safety
issue. Corporation Counsel Howard states it is determination prior to that and
your experience may be that you are unduly influencing the outcome of the
matter. Councilman Pessina asks with recusing, that leaves the Council with
four less Council members; can the decision be made and it would be 2/3is of
majority present.

Councilman Pessina nominates Councilman Daley as Chair.

Councilman Daley asks Corporation Counsel if the members recuse themselves,
does the Council lose the quorum. Attorney Howard responds so long as the
guorum was made at the beginning, it is okay.

Councilman Serra, Loffredo, and Santangelo recuse themselves from these
proceedings.

Councilman Pessina and Councilwoman Kleckowski state the matter was
determined before they sat on Public Safety so they are not going to recuse
themselves.

Councilman Pessina nominates Councilman Daley as the chairman; Councilman
Faulkner seconds the motion.

Acting Chair Bibisi asks he repeat his request. Councilman Pessina states he
nominates Councilman Daley to be the presiding officer. The Acting Chair calls
for the vote and it is unanimous to approve with six aye votes. The Acting Chair
states Councilman Daley is the Chair for the Appeal Hearing.

Corporation Counsel Howard states this is an administrative appeal and part is
whatever evidence is presented and there should be copies for the record and
copied and marked. And the first is the formal complaint should be filed. Council
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Clerk Norwood passes the letter requesting the Appeal to Corporation Counsel
who states itis a letter from Louise C. Astin which is the document that began the
proceeding and he will mark it as Exhibit 1.

Chair Daley states the next order of business on the agenda is that Ms Astin and
those she filed for have a specific interest and he asks if they should hear a
presentation or should we make a motion. Corporation Counsel states we can
get at that; Councilman Bauer states he is an advocate for the aggrieved. Chair
Daley responds you are not an aggrieved party. Councilman Faulkner states he
would like to know the case particulars.

Chair Daley asks Ms Astin to step forward. Corporation Counsel asks where
she lives. Ms Astin states 778 Long Hill Road. She is given the oath by Attorney
Howard and she responds | do. Corporation Counsel Howard asks what her
address is, under oath. Ms Astin responds 778 Long Hill Road. Corporation
Counsel Howard states that she lives within the area and asks does it limit your
ability to park on the road. Ms Astin responds it alters property values and
lifestyles because family canit park and come and visit at holidays; there is a
safety issue. She has a packet for the Council. Attorney Howard advises the
committee that aggrievement exists when someone can show the subject matter
affects them in a direct way that is peculiar to them and that is how you would
judge if they are aggrieved. Chair Daley states to make the determination we
would have to conclude that Ms Astin and others are aggrieved unique to them
as opposed to the general public and if we are of the opinion where comparable
parking restrictions are applied across town, then it would not be aggrieved.
Corporation Counsel Howard states how does this rule affect these people. If
there were a convenience store in that location and the owner came in and stated
it interfered with the operation of the business then they would be aggrieved. If
someone came in from another part of town and said it bothers us, then they
would not be aggrieved.

Chair Daley calls for a motion to make a determination that Ms Astin provided
information that she is an aggrieved party. Councilman Pessina so moves and
is seconded by Councilman Bibisi. The Chair calls for the vote and it is
unanimous with six aye votes. The Chair states the determination was made that
Ms Astin is the aggrieved party.

Appellant Presentation Chair Daley states Item 4 is the appeal to the Traffic Authority. Ms Astin states she has

been ill and she asked David Bauer to make the opening remarks. She has
copies for the Council. Chair Daley asks for a ruling from the Corporation
Counsel if it is appropriate for someone not an aggrieved party to make the
presentation. Attorney Howard states in court you would have a problem, but the
nature of this and so long as Mr. Bauer is performing as assistant to read the
evidence and not make it his, then it would be acceptable.

Councilman Pessina asks if there will be other withesses. Mr. Bauer states
there will be four people speaking; would you like all four people to get up and
take the oath. Chair Daley asks if you have to swear Mr. Bauer in. Attorney
Howard states we might want to and the suggestion is to be a mass. Kathy Dion
and Bill Arrigoni are witnesses for the aggrieved. Attorney Lynch asks if
Attorney Howard would like to swear in the department members as well.

Corporation Counsel asks each individual to give their name and place of
residence before administering the Oath. David Bauer, 55 Dobson Circle; Bill
Arrigoni, 799A Long Hill road; Kathleen Dion, 754 Long Hill Road; Craig Elkin,
222 Main Street. Attorney Howard administers the oath to this group.

Ms Astin hands out information to the Council and Attorney Howard asks for
copies of the information for submission for the record. He states he would like
to identify for the record as Exhibit 2, a map of Wesleyan Hills and appended to
that is seven pages of e-mails and a list of the people on Long Hill Road.

Mr. Bauer, as spokesperson for Louise Astin, states what we will try to prove
with the withesses and talk about the planned community and on-street parking
was part of the agreement with Planning and Zoning approval and we will testify
that we feel that the traffic action was selected enforcement. There are many
streets as Long Hill Road with the same dimensions with a worse history and
they did not have these imposed traffic guidelines.

Mr. Bauer states the first person to speak is Kathy Dion. Ms Dion states Arlene
Cardosa attended the Wesleyan Hills Council meeting on November 3, 2008
which was to get the support of the Council to reverse the no parking on Long
Hill Road. The turn out was well attended and discussions were going on and an
elderly gentleman spoke. He clearly stated he was on Planning and Zoning in
Middletown when the Wesleyan condos were being built and the intent for
Wesleyan Hills was to be a neighborhood and not a thru street but a link to
neighborhoods. They were aware of the width of Long Hill Road. Middletown
approved the development plans fully aware of the narrow road and were signed
off by Middletown Police and Fire Departments. The Wesleyan board and
council support returning parking to Long Hill Road. Itis a planned community
with over 600 families and a tax assessment of over $63 million which is even
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higher today. Please give us our street back.

Mr. Bauer states Louise Astin will present the bulk of the evidence in the
handouts. Ms Astin states she will read to keep it clear.

Councilman Pessina asks if Ms Astin would like to sit. She states she will stand,
but a chair is brought over for her to sit. She states she Board of Directors and
Council support their efforts to restore the parking on Long Hill Road. When she
first began this, the Mayor suggested a petition of 50 or more signatures in order
to make a difference. In three days they had 118 signatures and there is a
petition in the documents. Also there is copy showing names and addresses.
The entire area highlighted (on the map passed out and marked as exhibit 2) is
all Long Hill Road, but only the yellow portion is where the parking limits is in
effect. As soon as you get past the condominiums where the road narrows, they
are not affected. The Cityis actions have handicapped us. As you heard from
Mr. Bauer and Ms Dion, she is speaking on the FOI request made to the Mayor
and there is a copy is in your packet. There were no accidents here or they are
within the private parking areas. In a memo dated February 3, by the Middletown
Police Officer Amy Pear, she stated there were no documents to substantiate the
actions taken. You have a copy. There is no evidence in the original complaint
that led to this and there are no complaints about the road. There is an absence
of a traffic study on this part of the road in the last three years and there are no
accident reports on this section of the road. There were tickets issued on other
parts of the road and they were for parking for limited area, improper position or
against traffic. The ticketing officer didnit do it as a result of complaints. The
Police Department referenced the PRD and no one can locate it. There is no
supporting documentation for the time line provided and because FOI doesnit
show that there was a complaint and we must believe the actions taken by the
Traffic Authority are unfounded. This decision on Ridgely 1, 2, and 3, property
values have diminished, there is improper parking within area, school canit use it
as an overflow, and it reduces family visits. Cars are now driving at excessive
speeds and guidelines have not been uniformly imposed on Long Hill Road.

Mr. Bauer states our final witness is Bill Arrigoni. Thanks for opportunity to
speak. He resides at 799A and has been a resident for 40 years. In 1970, Hill
Development requested that they market the condominiums and he became the
marketing and sales person for the project. He lived at 2 Orange Road. In 1986,
he moved to his present addresses. In 1976, he turned control over to Wesleyan
Hills and his former employer was the manager and he was appointed property
manager for the Association and reported to residents and the Board of Directors
and Council and Architectural Committee. He was liaison with Hill Development
and did that until 1986. In that period of time, he worked with Chester Tibbits of
Hill Development and J. Rausch and when Chester retired in 1986, he worked
with Joe Lombardo and during those years, he learned the philosophy of the
community. Emile Hansen the conceptual designer wanted to keep it a
neighborhood. We had a concept on less than Q acre lots and it worked and it
thrived and is thriving today. What the main complaint is when this came about
21-1/2 years ago, we lived for 35 years without problems and tickets and traffic.
In 1984 through 1986, the Long Hill condos were developed on the west side and
he sat with Hill Development during both those projects. Part of his job and
responsibility was as marketing agent so he has a lot of knowledge on how it
came about and in some cases with Planning and Zoning. Two and a half years
ago for some reason, we started getting ticketed along that road. We met on
January10, 2008 with the Mayor and at the meeting we presented our case to the
Mayor and he said let me see if the Police will provide a weekly report where they
ticketed to see if we were being selected out for ticketing. We never received
that report and if you go through the City of Middletown there are many streets
with a similar size and width and they are not ticketed. We never received that
report. We wonder why we were ticketed and why it came about and only Q ofa
mile is being ticketed. If someone could answer that question, why isnit it being
done on Prout Hill, Afton Terrace or Braeburn. Why is it just in that area. He
states they are looking for equity. We want the neighborhood back.

Councilwoman Kasper states Long Hill Road and the yellow area (on the map) is
where no parking is allowed. Are other areas narrower. Mr. Arrigoni replies yes;
if you leave the southerly end going to Brush Hill Road, that is narrow and people
park there and they are not ticketed and there are no yellow curbs along there.
Why is it just the Q mile that there are yellow curbs. If he can remember previous
meetings, it was following the statutes of the State of Connecticut, it is guidelines.
They are not law. The argument from Council members is we are following what
the State of Connecticut wants us to do; they are just guidelines.

Chair Daley thanks Mr. Arrigoni. Mr. Bauer states this concludes our
presentation and he reminds people the original appeal was made over half a
year ago and we have been patient letting the Council deal with this process. We
are patient and he hopes the Councilis consideration where he can consult with
other departments and you donit rely on testimony tonight. He hopes you contact
Public Works and look at roads that fall under the same dimensions and you can
see how selective that this was enforced. People at Long Hill are for safety and
they want their neighborhood to be fairly considered.
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Mr. Arrigoni asks to come back. Chair Daley states without objections from the
Council; there are none. Mr. Arrigoni states the Council asked them to work with
Public Works to come in and correct the problem. They did and what they
decided on was a cut in the pavement and to add 24 spaces on the westerly side
and it would move the sidewalk in almost to the easterly side of the
condominiums diminishing the value of those condos greatly because it moved it
so close to their decks. It would cost $65,000. The other comment is more
parking in the existing circles. To do that, we have to turn our green spaces into
parking lots and diminishing the values of the condos and that was a decision
that was not acceptable to the community. We appreciated the work Public
Works put into the solution, but we donit have to spend $65,000 to correct an
inequitable problem that is not enforced throughout the City.

Councilman Faulkner asks about the discussion of the value of the property if the
Fire engines canit get to you. Mr. Arrigoni states there was no discussion on that
and there have been many incidents with fire and ambulance getting through. If
you talk about Wesleyan, look at the other areas, in the red, blue areas. Fire
trucks will have difficulty getting by. This happens in other streets as well. This
has not been a problem with emergencies on Long Hill Road. They go by all the
time, usually for medical reasons.

Chair Daley states we are at the point, item 5, where the Chief or his designee
will present for the Traffic Authority. Craig Elkin, retired Sergeant in the Traffic
Bureau is the Chiefis designee. He will go over his qualifications because he
was involved with this from the beginning. He lists his experience and
credentials (Resume is Exhibit 3) He has been a traffic officer for over 20 years;
and for over 15 years he had done reconstruction on accidents; conducted traffic
studies and counts. He also had conducted traffic signal and signage studies for
the City based on federal guidelines, made comments for Planning and Zoning
proposals, DOT seminars on pedestrian safety, completed DOT courses on
traffic control on residential streets, is a graduate UCONN transportation
program. He states what are the roadway requirements. He states the DOT
manual and guidelines state travel lanes are between 9 and 12 feet in width for
plow trucks, fire trucks, and SUVis. We donit approve anything less than 10 feet.
The width of a parking stall is 8 feet. Long Hill Road is a travel way and itis 20
feet and if you have parking it is 8 feet and you need a road 29 feet wide not to
interfere with traffic. This section runs about 3/10is of a mile and it is straight and
varies between 21 and 24 feet. Two cars canit pass each other. The issue came
up because the district car was out there and when he was driving by, the cars
were parked bumper to bumper and he couldnit get by and there was no place
for him to pull over. You come head to head and someone has to back up. So
he ticketed. His thoughts were it wasnit fair to let the tickets stand because there
was no warning; nothing was posted and an officer asked if they could look at it
and have the west side posted as no parking. They looked at the history and
various other aspects. We looked at the physical aspect and the road is too
narrow. There is no significant accident history and we canit guarantee it for the
next 25 years. Site lines when vehicles parked on the street, site lines were
obstructed. We looked at traffic volume of 200 units and two cars each and itis
very congested. Itis not just cars but trucks with trailers. There is no safe haven
if caught in that situation. The members were not pleased with one side parking.
Chair Daley asks what is the width of the fire truck. Sgt. Elkin replies 12 to 13
feet, but they have outriggers.

Sgt. Elkin was asked if they could make it one way. They decided it was not
feasible. They are not in rural setting and it would significantly inconvenience
other residents in that area. The decision came because they thought it was
unsafe and before posting they asked the City Attorney Solecki, if we know a
situation is unsafe and we donit do anything about it, is the City liable. City
Attorney Solecki responded yes, if something could be done to avoid the
accident. He states why just that area; the reason is the other area is not a
problem. If someone is parked there, you can wait until the car coming at you
goes by and then move. If we posted that and if the volume of cars moved up the
street, we would have posted there as well. Why here and not other areas of
similar design. We have done this in other areas and these are done on case by
case basis. You might have a low volume road where someone can wait and
then go. You can have a narrow road, but you also have breaks with driveways
and hydrants. Here is a different situation and they have posted it like Summer
Hill road and Rose Circle, Stoneycrest Drive, Westlake Drive. Pine Street,
Training Hill Road, Plymouth Street, and Wetmore Place. If vehicles can
maneuver, then we donit have to add signage, but with situations with no
alternative, it is a liability to us when we become aware of it. The City Attorney
said it was a liability. Sgt. Elkin states they have a letter form Martin Belair and
Company and directed to George Lang and he reads it in the record (Exhibit 5).
His company widened the road from 16 to 24 feet and it extends from the barn
south 1,500 feet to accommodate the vehicular traffic and no parking. The
roadway would not accommodate parking. For some reason the east side has
only been posted no parking and the traffic lane is less than 16 feet and there is
potential for a serious accident to occur.

Chair Daley asks the date of the letter. Sgt. Elkin responds August 8, 1989.
Chair Daley asks if there was a response. Sgt. Elkin states no. He will include
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the Police Departmentis Parking Issue report (Exhibit 4) that they did on Long
Hill Road. Lastly the City offered to give them parking, but the residents for
reasons stated, didnit want it. He doesnit know about property values or
aesthetics.

Chair Daley asks how do you explain the parking situation was allowed for 35
years; if this is such a hazardous situation how was it not noticed for 35 years
and when a concern is brought to the Police Departmentin 1989, no action was
taken. Sgt. Elkin states he canit say why nothing was done in 1989 and when
ticketing started is when they looked into it. He agrees no accidents have
occurred, but you canit guarantee it.

Councilman Pessina asks how prevalent bumper to bumper was. Sgt. Elkin
states during the overnight. Councilman Pessina states they were parked
overnight. Sgt. Elkin states during the day is clear. Councilman Pessina asks
weekends. Sgt. Elkin states he doesnit know. Councilman Pessina states this
section has no breaks. Sgt. Elkin states there are entrances to the driveways,
but not enough. They are far enough between that you could not pull in there.
Councilman Pessina states your testimony is overnight parking; how would you
rate that traffic on the road overnight. Sgt. Elkin states light. Councilman
Pessina states City Attorney Solecki, it was brought to traffic division because an
officer was giving tickets and you went to check it and you assessed it had a
problem. Sgt. Elkin responds yes. Councilman Pessina states if the City notices
a problem and didnit do anything, we would be liable; St. Elkin states yes.
Councilman Pessina asks does not knowing limit the liability. Sgt. Elkin responds
yes. He states if you are aware of the problem and donit fix it and something
happens, then the City will have some kind of liability.

Councilwoman Kasper states you said the parking was overnight and congested;
have you thought about certain time frames and not all no parking. Sgt. Elkin
states parking during the day is not an issue. Chair Daley asks if overnight
parking is limited. What Councilwoman Kasper was getting at if there was no
parking for certain hours, why not ban parking overnight. Sgt. Elkin states thatis
the parking they might generally want. If there is a big party during the day, what
happens. Councilman Daley doesnit want to be argumentative, but you have tag
sales and you can drive down East St. and cars are parked all over the place and
two cars canit pass and that is okay.

Mr. Bauer states we never got a copy of the letter for our FOI request and he
asks if the aggrieved party may see it. Acting Chief McMahon asks that there be
no more outbursts during Sgt. Elkinis testimony and asks that the aggrieved party
keep comments to themselves.

Chair Daley states to the aggrieved party, it is not your turn. Sgt. Elkin states you
have me in a difficult position by asking me what is more liable than notanditis a
dangerous position when parking there is good or bad.

Councilwoman Kasper asks if the neighborhood ever complained; Sgt. Elkin
responds no. Chair Daley asks where it came from. Sgt. Elkin states the district
officer. Councilman Pessina states the officer tickets because he sees a
problem. You respond, the City Attorney is consulted and was there a thought to
sit with the Wesleyan Association to come up with a solution that would not
negatively affect them. This community has been like this a long time. Sgt. Elkin
states yes; the Chief went to a meeting to explain our decision. They were
offered a resolution which and they didnit want it. A one way street wasnit viable;
cutting the curb out wasnit viable and they had an opportunity for 20 parking
spaces and they refused that. Councilman Pessina states it seems if the
Department would meet with the community to come up with solutions, was their
ten cars, 15, or six. Sgt. Elkin states the street was filled in that section.
Councilman Pessina asks were they given the opportunity for the community to
address the situation. Sgt. Elkin states we talked about if they were having
parties to use the parking at the barn. There was no resolution to be had.
Councilman Pessina states the width isnit approved less than 10 feet per travel
lane. He states it goes form 21 to 24 feet in certain sections. Sgt. Elkin states he
doesnit understand the question. Chair Daley states with parking 8 feet, it brings
it down to 13 or 15 feet wide. Councilman Pessina asks when did we startto pay
attention to the width of the road. Sgt. Elkin states when Town Colony Drive
came into being. Councilman Pessina states the 1970is. Chair Daley states
direct questions to the witness. Councilman Pessina states Council Members
Klattenberg and Bauer at a Public Works Commission made a motion to consider
grandfathering this section of roadway because it was well established and no
accident history and only over the last couple of years, people parked overnight
on a non-used section of roadway. | am asking you why that didnit that happen.
Sgt. Elkin states we canit grandfather in a condition that is a liability to the City.

Councilwoman Kleckowski states the overnight cars are from the residents and
they have more than one or two vehicles. Sgt. Elkin states you can make that
assumption.

Chair Daley states his indication from Mr. Arrigoniis body language, we will hear
some rebuttal from the residents on that situation. Councilwoman Kleckowski
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states since this has happened, the cars are no longer there. Sgt. Elkin responds
they are not.

Councilman Faulkner asks about the alternative proposed, was it City property or
private. Sgt. Elkin states City property. Councilman Daley states the right of
way. Councilman Faulkner asks to address remarks to the attorney.

Chair Daley points out we are well past the 7 p.m. start time and is that a
problem and do we need to adjourn this. Corporation Counsel Howard states itis
your judgment. Chair Daley replies unless there is an objection, we will continue
this hearing and then continue the community hearing.

Acting City Attorney Lynch offers the information and the letter as exhibits; Sgt
Elkinis qualifications, the Long Hill Road Parking Report and the Martin Belair
letter written in 1989. Corporation Counsel Howard states exhibit #3 exhibit is
qualifications of Sgt C. Elkin, exhibit #4 is the Long Hill Road Parking Issue
Report prepared by Sgt. Elkin, dated November 19, 2008 and exhibit #5 is a letter
dated August 8, 1989 Martin Belair Company. Chair Daley states is there a letter
from the officer who filed the initial complaint. Sgt. Elkin states it was verbal.

Councilwoman Kleckowski asks were the cars intermittently there or all the time,
every night. Sgt. Elkin states the nights we checked. Chair Daley states how
many. Sgt. Elkin states 3, sporadic. Chair Daley asks if it was holiday times.
Sgt. Elkin states it was not during holiday times.

Chair Daley, seeing no further testimony or questions from the Council, states the
appellant has the opportunity to cross examine Mr. Elkin.

Ms Astin asks how long you were with the Traffic Authority. Sgt. Elkin replies 22
years. Ms Astin asks who you reported to for Long Hill Road. Sgt. Elkin states
he doesnit remember. Ms Astin states about the State rules; Sgt. Eklin responds
guidelines. Ms Astin states bumper to bumper, did you note that the curbs are
sloped in so they could pull off. Sgt. Elkin responds he didnit noticed. Ms Astin
states they are sloped for that purpose to move out of the way. She asks about
the yellow line for the site lines. Sgt. Elkin states he didnit see it. Ms Astin states
if they were parked there and you didnit see them, they should be ticketed. Ms
Astin states they were asked to be grandfathered and they were asked if legal
signs posted at own risk limits the liability. Sgt. Elkin asks if it is a question.
Attorney Lynch states he would like Sgt. Elkin to answer that. Sgt. Elkin states
we were aware of a request for grandfather, but as far as liability, we canit
grandfather that and we conformed and these are guidelines and we conform to
them and part of them are standardization of signage and if you look at them
there are no pass at your own risk. Ms Astin asks if he tried to get a legal opinion
on that. Sgt. Elkin states they did not. Ms Astin asks about the 1989 letter and
was that part of the FOI request. Sgt. Elkin states he didnit gather the material
and it was inadvertent. Ms Astin states for the record it was not part of the FOI
and therefore should not be part of the paperwork submitted. Ms Astin states you
checked with the attorney, how did you receive the information on the legal
aspect. Sgt. Elkin states he received it form the Chief and he has nothing in
writing. Ms Astin states they were not aware of it. Mr. Bauer states you
introduced your report as evidence and do you have supporting documentation
and it is stated that on-street parking is not part of the waiver or part of the PRD.
Sgt. Elkin states they went to Bill Warner and he stated there is nothing on file.
Mr. Bauer states they looked for it and none was supplied. Sgt. Elkin states there
was none.

Mr. Arrigoni wants to go back and you did a survey on three nights; Sgt. Elkin
responds three nonconsecutive. Mr. Arrigoni asks what nights; Sgt. Elkin states
weeknights. Mr. Arrigoni states he has not seen that many on the street unless it
was a party or holiday, but there might have been a reason for so many cars.
You have put the yellow line and they donit see cars at night, do you think they
were residents. Mr. Elkin states he doesnit know. Mr. Arrigoni responds there is
no parking in there to absorb the cars. Sgt. Elkin responds | donit know.

Chair Daley states the parties can make closing statements and the order is the
appellant will make closing statement first. Mr. Bauer states correct and the
designee is Mr. Arrigoni. Mr. Arrigoni states we proved that we have given you a
good perspective and preponderance of evidence of the character of the City and
you should overturn the selective use of the guidelines and hopes you will restore
the faith and trust of the people who voted for you and restore the parking.

Attorney Lynch makes the closing for the Traffic Authority. He states this was
decision made after the situation out there was seen and upon legal advise and
to address a situation that was out there for 21 years. It is not selective since
they have made this decision on other parts of town and they hope you will
uphold them.

Chair Daley states Attorney Lynch was not sworn and if the Acting Chief is to
testify, he should be sworn in. Corporation Counsel states Attorney Lynch does
not need the oath and asks the Chief to rise and gives the oath to the Chief of
Police. Acting Chief McMahon states | do. He notes on Section 7, he wasnit the
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Traffic authority but was aware of the investigation. It is not unlawful to be
selectful and Sgt. Elkin investigated and has more qualifications and this was not
addressed previously but this administration offered a solution and would use
$65,000 of City dollars to resolve the issue. If you overturn the decision, the
Council owns it and not the department.

Chair Daley asks for exhibit #4, the report; he notes in here that there is a history
here. In November, 2004 no parking signs were posted on the east side and the
Chief asked for yellow curb painting, is that east side. Sgt. Elkin replies yes.
Chair Daley states there were 23tickets for 10-1/2 months, 23 tickets issued; had
there been twenty cars stacked up, | would have thought there would be more
than 23 tickets issued. Sgt. Elkin states | canit answer that. Chair Daley states
November 7, ,2007 they requested that it be limited parking was he the only
officer doing tickets. Sgt. Elkin responds yes, that was his district. Chair Daley
states the survey it appears Mr. Bauer got involved in late December and Chief
Baldoni asked to check the width of the area and the three nights the area was
surveyed was after 2007. He asks again in December, 2007 Mr. Bauer states
residents reported to him and asks for review and Chief Baldoni asks you to
check and what actions need to be taken and on December 28 you decided
action would have to be taken. What nights were. Sgt. Elkin states he canit
recall what three nights. Chair Daley states there are not three nights listed in the
report. Sgt. Elkin states he is going by recollection. Chair Daley states the
Council may direct questions to public safety departments. Councilman Faulkner
asks to question Attorney Lynch. Chair Daley states it says other public safety
departments and asks Attorney Howard if it includes the City Attorney.

Corporation Counsel Howard responds yes. Councilman Faulkner asks when
the City proposed parking, were they given a choice of either or. Attorney Lynch
states he doesnit know if that was done. Councilman Faulkner states the City
decided to take a particular course and did they have to get authority to do that.
Attorney Lynch states you mean if the Chief as Traffic Authority designated no
parking; that is within the Chiefis authority. Councilman Faulkner asks about
other parking. Attorney Lynch states there is no public area out here to build a
City parking lot and he has no direct knowledge if parking was offered on the
green space. Acting Chief McMahon responds it was to widen the road.
Councilman Faulkner asks if the City has the right to do that and could. The
Acting Chief states yes; Public Works got a plan and the residents didnit want
that because of the reasons given earlier. Councilman Faulkner states we had
the right to do one or the other. Attorney Lynch responds yes and Mr. Arrigoni
states given the density, the residents didnit want it.

Councilman Pessina asks Sgt. Elkin when you were doing the traffic study and
this was an egregious problem and two cars could meet in the roadway and
something tragic could happen and you spoke about fire trucks, did you query
the Fire Department and look at it to make it a stronger analysis. Sgt. Elkin states
| talked about it at Public Safety and the Chief stated the Fire Chief was asked
about it at Public Safety and they decided it was a problem and a hazard.
Councilman Pessina asks if it was in writing. The Acting Chief states it was verbal
and it was asked what the Fire perspective was and there was a Q and A and |
remember him saying it was a hazard. Councilman Pessina asks when the Chief
gave permission and canit get their apparatus through, were they aware of
additional fire sight problems. Sgt. Elkin states he is not sure they were aware.
Councilman Pessina states the only interaction was one written with the Chief
and the organization and no other attempts to get a solution from the residents
for moving their cars on certain nights to move them. Sgt. Elkin responds that is
not correct; we were in constant discussion by e-mail. Councilman Pessina
states not face to face. Sgt. Elkin replies e-mail and he spoke to members of the
organization and their representatives.

Councilwoman Kleckowski states for the Chief or City Attorney she asks she
recognizes the residents involvement, but why not make the parking
improvements and satisfy the need for parking. The Acting Chief responds the
offer was made of a cut out and they didnit want it so we solved the problem by
posting no parking. So it was paint the curbs or do the cut out for $65,000. They
didnit want either. The did solve the problem with no parking. Councilwoman
Kleckowski asks the City Attorney is it feasible to put signs up to limit liability, like
Tpass at your own risk.i Acting City Attorney Lynch responds that is done in a
work zone. He has never seen it done in a non-work zone in Connecticut. You
need to check with DOT standards and he doesnit believe it is an acceptable
solution. Councilwoman Kleckowski states if something happens and this has
been going on for 21 years, were we liable. Acting City Attorney Lynch responds
now that we know about it, we are liable.

Councilwoman Kasper states the liability, and we correct the liability with no
overnight parking signs, what affect will it have and would we be in compliance to
limit the liability. The Acting City Attorney states you are saying can we address it
with signage and Sgt. Elkin stated that it is a liability and it may increase the risk.
Councilwoman Kasper states itis at night. Attorney Lynch responds he believes
it would increase the liability. Acting Chief McMahon states you can only sustain
or overturn the decision. Chair Daley states we can up hold or deny the appeal
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and if we uphold it, the City would have to come up with other solutions or if the
appeal is denied, nothing happens. Corporation Counsel Howard states what
you do tonight does not preclude the City from doing further actions. Attorney
Lynch states they can appeal to the Court.

Chair Daley recognizes Ms Astin who asks to clarify two points. It was her
suggestion to the President of their Board to invite then Chief Baldoni to a
meeting. We initiated it. Regarding the cutouts, it was not yes or no; it was to
defer decisions until the appeal was heard.

Chair Daley states he would like to ask one question; his whole understanding is
the primary harm that was inflicted to residents by a ban on parking on the west
side is when you would have visitors there was no place for them to park so there
is no overflow for visitors. That is contradicted by the overnight parking issue.
Are there people parking there overnight. Ms Astin responds rarely. She has not
seen it. She explains about her neighbor who lost family members, including a
son, who had many people visiting regularly and if it wasnit for the parking on the
Street, you could not do that. In ten months there has been 22 tickets, you do
the math. Chair Daley states | hear what you are saying and | lived in areas
where parking was limited. We had holiday guests who couldnit park on the
State Highway and we had to find alternatives and they might have to walk. My
familiarity with the area is that the Barn is not far. Ms Astin responds she is 70
and her relatives are in their sixties and many of her neighbors are older. Do |
want to worry about my friends or relatives walking in sleet, snow or rain from the
Barn. Mr. Arrigoni states the yellow stripes were putin long before the curbing.
There is no correlation between the two.

Chair Daley states we are now to the deliberations and asks for advise from the
Corporation Counsel. Corporation Counsel Howard states to deliberate and
decide and the decision is the substantial evidence rule which is, is there
substantial evidence to support it (appeal) and would the evidence support the
appeal sufficient for a person to change their mind. Part of the evidence is your
own knowledge of the community and experience and make it as part of the
record and the rather substantial testimony and you have to regard it, but you are
not bound to follow it and you need to determine the credibility of the witnesses
and it would be wise to list what you find for the record. Chair Daley states we
have a tough situation and we all, including Sgt. Elkin and the Chief, fear for the
people in the area. They have been adversely affected by the decision, but we
cannot, once presented with a situation that creates a liability for the City, we
cannot ignore the evidence of the liability and for me, the first thing compelling to
me is with the letter from Belair. It is troubling that there is no documental or
refutation of that appeal at that time. If there was some indication from the City
that it was reviewed and it was not a hazard it would be different. That letter puts
the City in a precarious situation. My perception is there cannot be some
accommodation to improve the situation for the residents yet protect the City from
liability. It disturbs him that the problem was overnight parking. He thought it
was visitors and it would correspond to what the residents were aggrieved about.

Sgt. Elkin states it was not after midnight; it was evening hours. Chair Daley
states given that answer and the hard evidence of the letter from Belair, | for one,
do not feel there is a reason to substitute our judgment for the Traffic Authority
and would not uphold the appeal.

Councilman Faulkner has concerns because the Fire Department is not here.
His decision weighs on that. Chair Daley states they (Traffic Authority) have
given testimony on this. Councilman Faulkner states he lives in an area where
this is an issue and they accommodate for that and he wanted to ask to see what
would happen if they couldnit get a truck in or if they had a plan and he is
disappointed he couldnit hear from them. This is a liability issue for the City and it
is a lot of dollars involved and what he is hoping is the residents will reconsider
the cut out.

Chair Daley asks for other opinions. Councilwoman Kasper states she lived in
that neighborhood all her life and she doesnit ever remember having bumper to
bumper traffic and there hasnit been accidents and doesnit believe the liability
exists there. | understand liability and in this situation where there have been no
accidents, | feel that we shouldnit have the no parking zone when it is wider than
the rest of the street.

Councilwoman Kleckowski states the two issues are supporting the traffic
division and being cognizant of what Ms Astin said that you brought your house
under certain circumstances and now living under other circumstances.

Councilman Pessina states taken the liability into account, personally, | donit feel
this was a substantial study in a short period of time for a problem that Sgt. Elkin
stated was overnight and now is saying evening. Taking into account the
testimony of the residents who live there and since | was on the force for 33
years, | canit recall a problem that happened there. The Department at the time
didnit do enough to find a solution with the community. It could be photographs
of the situation and discussing the parking. It would put the pressure on the
residential community that park there overnight. It would have given them the
opportunity to correct the problem. He is not sure the regulations which are
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guidelines and the suggestion of no overnight parking which addresses the
problem. The driveways are small and the street narrows to the top of the hill.
You have a section of Long Hill Road that weaves and doesnit prevent people to
park there. It was brought out that there are six or eight entry points on both
sides of the road. | donit think we diminish our liability if we find for the aggrieved
and put up no overnight parking signs. Signs help. We have done this for
different areas in the past and he doesnit feel the City made their case and he will
be in favor of the aggrieved with the caveat of a more comprehensive study being
done. Chair Daley reminds him the Council can only vote up or down.
Councilman Pessina states he will vote in favor of the aggrieved.

Councilman Bibisi has concerns about liability and questioning the expertise of
the Traffic Authority and Chief. He is not in a position to question the Traffic
Authority and Chief or City Attorney. We have a letter from Martin Belair
Company who stated in 1989 we have a potential of serious concern. He is in
sympathy with the residents. He cannot go against the expert testimony of the
City Attorney and Traffic Supervisor and cannot uphold this appeal.

Councilwoman Kleckowski states after listening to Councilman Bibisiis concern
about liability and the letter and there is such a minute spot on that road and will
vote for the appeal; she is concerned that only a small part of the road is
designated.

Chair Daley states as Chair, clearly this is difficult for everyone. Atthe same
time, he hopes and he is not sure of the vote and his understanding is
acceptance is 2/3is vote. Regardless, if the appeal is granted or denied and he
hopes the Police and residents would have further dialogue to reach a good
solution for the residents and tax payers to minimize the liability. Corporation
Counsel Howard states the motion should be to sustain the appeal and revoke
the regulation and the maker of the motion outline the reasons for the motion.
The Chair asks if anyone will make the motion.

Councilwoman Kasper states she will and so moves and the reason for that is
she feels there was not an adequate study; it was only for three days. They were
told it was overnight and not during the day. She knows the area and has not
noticed bumper to bumper parking. Councilman Pessina seconds the motion.
The Chair states the motion is to sustain the appeal and revoke the regulation.
He calls for the vote. ltis three aye votes by Council Members Kasper, Pessina,
and Kleckowski. There are three nay votes by Council members Daley, Bibisi,
and Faulkner.

The Chair states the vote is three to three. The motion fails and the regulation
has been upheld. He encourages that a resolution be revisited.

The Chair asks for a motion to adjourn. Councilwoman Kasper so moves and is

seconded by Councilwoman Kleckowski. The Chair declares the meeting
adjourned at 8:15 p.m.

ATTEST:

MARIE O. NORWOOD
Common Council Clerk
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LOUISE C. ASTIN N EMail: lasiin(@snet.ne:

T7R Long Hill Read, Middletown CT 06457 Telephone (860} 347-4130
3 I" N .I.: i & ..;."I:J

MMarch 2, 2010

Chiel of Pulice

Middletown Police Stalion
227 Muin Slreel
tiddletown, CT 064357

Deoar Acting Chisf Mchizhon,

In accordance with Ciry Ordinance See. 23-19, you are Hhershy notified as required hy Sec. 23-
1% A, of o wish 1o appeal the decision (o limd! on-slreet packiog on both gides of the slesel oo
the segment of Long Hill Boad from Wesleysan Hills Road 0 approzimalely 863 Long Hill
Road. Ihave beer designated as the contact person for the purty that wishes {o file this notice
of appeal.

Ity Tecognition that Cizy Ordinunce Sec. 23-19 was not effective witil Febroary 16, 2010, we
[zl that this mrice bas been provided in s ety manner according to City Ordinance 3ec. 23
19 H.

Sincersly,

—— o e
S TWieg ma (- C{i’f Y

Louzsz Aarin

000 Council Clark
Mayor's Office
Town Clark

1“’ f\"i:’q%o
I Fv'&
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-— Un Wed, 104/22/08, RepKalinowski@aol.com <RepKalinowski@aol,com>
wrote

i From: RepKalinowski@aol.com <RepKalinowskigaol. coms>

! Subject: Road width reguirements

| To lastin@snet.net

Dale; Wednesday, October 22, 2008, 8:36 PM

Hi Louise:

Par Dept of Transporzstion personnat, this is the anly thing 'we can find or the subjent,

N I R T AR TR TR
RN \‘:?'::%Lr,- rai

= inels W oe dic L.iur-i iy
Cidtharay |:I_\ salcation © e
oteh Typics: s wec i

s bain o msiargs s,

RETPRRT

Fuiinida 8 Sewart

Aviigiistraiivg Agsistaot (o r’”ll. R
Offien wling Conpdssions:
Comnaciiunt Degeitient of
=G Mo
Fdewsn i,

it ..-u

AT

http:ifus.me829.mail yahoo comitno/showhMessage?fid=Alex%2520G zuk& sort=date&or...  11/2/2008
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The Honorable Scbusiian N, Giufiana , Mayor of Middletowm

245 deKoven Dnve
Middlotown, CT 06457

December 2, 2004

Dear Mayor Giulianao:

I arm makiog ao FOI reguest Lo review the following information:

Al documenlation, including b not Jimied o communications, c-mails, maps,

ruporls, memos, raffic tickets, and other toms concerning all complaints and

aelions involving traffic, parking, and other safety related issues on Long Hill
Ttoad.

Al documentation, including bur not limited to maps, drawings, reports, studies,
comeunications, letiers, and memos concerning the 'Wesievan Ylills Ilanned
Cunrmunity from all City Depariments, the P& Z Commission, and the Hil
Developmeot Corporation.

Would you please comtact me with & tarpet date that vou will Tnlfd] this requesl.

'ID' wou in adyandce,

/A

]Jamcl Bauer

Contact: Cell Phone - 860-301-2244 Ti-Mail — dvaver/@sbeplobal.net

Mailing Address — 55 Dobson Cirele, Middletown

EEEY

14
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Fen Sy of Middietorn

MID.DLETO WN POLI’.CE DEPARTMENT 223 Muin Nrreed
Middletown, OF #6457
SE8. 3443272 FAX K61 3443276
fpeariinideie o cipoiive com

Febiruany 3, 2009

REE:  Response to FO Memn
Councilman Baner-

The Middlerown Folice Department has prepered the materials you roguested through the Freedom
oi Information Axct,

“Omissions Noted:™

“We could find no evidence of the origina! ¢emiplaint that 1s suppos=d to have irippered the
sibscquent events and problem tesuiting in Mo Parking

¢ Theee ure no documens responsive to Lhis LCyuest,
“Thare was no evidence of any complaints regarding veticles on this seeiion of the road. ™
e There are no docwnents responsive to this reguest.

“We roled the absence of an actuad traffic study Comwe un this settion of the road at anyirme gver the
st thre or miore vears.™

* There are no documents respansive to this TEquesE.
“There were no reports of vehicle azeidents on Leng Hill Road
© Acladfication of your request was sent back (o the Fecords Bureau and attached are
the documents responsive 1o this specific request. There are vight ages of

docunientation responsive to this request, {Attached)

“Mast of the tickets (vopics) for movine violalions were given on other portions of Tong Hill
Road—not the section herein in question.”

* There are no additional documnents responsive to this reguest. We did not narrow the
search to a specific portion, as the request was for “Tong Hill Road.™

“The tickets issued un the road section in question were apparently mainly for parking tor obscure
terms suich as “Limited Area” or “Improper Position” und occasianally “Parking Apainst Trafia™,
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Hesponse to FOH Haguest 7
¢ lThe Freedom of Informatior. Act requires that the City produce docutnents in
Fespoise o this request. Thers are no documents responsive 1o this TeruesT,
“Acopy ol a ticket Issued to a relative of a resident was not nclaced. Why not?”

+  The system used 10 sulisty (his r=quest is trand new end may noed additional
information 1o best satisfy your request. I you could provide us with the name, ilute,
and‘or license plate number that was reflected on the ticket, we could allermpl to
detzemine howr this infermation did not et provideo.

Comiments; '

“IL actually uppears that the ticketing allicer(s) is/are iniuating, the tickets, which did not scem to
result from “complaints.™ '

= 'Ihe Freedom of Information Act requires that the City produce documents in
response 10 this reguest, There are no documents rusponsive to this request,

“Thers have beer NO accidents on this road, to ustity “szlety concermns.”

¢ Fhe Freedom of Inforiualion Act requires that the Cit produce documemns in
responge o this request. There are no documents resprnsive 10 ihis request,

“The Police Dept. referenced our PRD. We must ootain the PRI
*  The Middlstown Police Departiment has no documents respoensive to this rogeest,
“There was no documentation for the Time Line provided with the package of documents”.

= The Freedom of Informaticn Act reguires thar the City produce documents in
Tesponse Lo this request. There are no documents responsive to this request.

uestions:

“Does the packuye of documents constitute the information that the Public Safety Commission
stipufaied T.ong Hill Road residents should reccive?”

*  The Freedom of Tnformalion Act requircs that the City produce documents in
respanse 10 this request. There are no cocuments responsive to this request.

“Because the: tickets and some of the other dosunenrs contain Police Depart, Codes that we don't
know or understand, we have asked for 2 mecting with sumeone from the Police Dept. to be
scheduled soon, 5o we can better understand this information.”

* | am not aware of any such request.

T prowdly serve in partneeship neh e remmitity though a commitment fo expellence, prufessionafiom and ingegriry.
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Response o [0l Reqnast
“Long Hill Road has always been a city,”
«  Ihelieve this statement may he asking if Fong Hill Rozd has alvazvs been a ciry

street. The Middletoawn Polive Departrment has ng ducuments respurnsive to this
IEqUESl.

Picase contact me 1 you have any questions.

F |
N /

- i T
Caplain A111£j-' Pear
Prefessional Standards Commander

cil Chizf 1ynn Baldani

T2 proudly serve in partnersfip with the community Hirougf o commitment to expellence, professiotalfim and integrity. ”
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Ridgely If

Ping Ridge Mini-Neighborhved

746 to 780 LONG HILL ROAD iEven numbers only)

7416

154

Saunders, Geoffrey & Rhonda
Coglam, Brvan & Ashlzy Steinbarg

F arser, Mich=el & Erin

V & ¥V Management, Willlam Vasiliou

. Dion, Kathy

Elty. Robert & Jean

Pappa. Anthony

Curdical, Colleen

Senick, Brittany

Williams, Rodney

Le, Nghi & Nguyen

Cardoso, Arlene

Abdul walik sumin & Gurhen Xhadija
Tapoda, Roberl

Kentfield, Joclle

Romatzick, Michas! & Amenda
Asgtin, Louviss

Orlowesld, Kristen B,

IR nwnlw\ L e

30

31e-5763
704-3213
TRE-3912

346-0485
346-1195
3406-4606
347-15923

461-6539
231-1212
704-0397
313-8463
34413544
344-0103

347-4130

Kidely B

Tha andinn, Mark

a6 DaNovellis, Sally

7HE David, Shannon

790 Belin, Geraldine

792 Dick, Mhickael & Linda
794 Nuwreo, Enrmﬁn Beatsy
Y95  Huowel, Ruth

98 Wlliaras, Prigcill

0 Fields, Ia .Wuﬂ

2 Resudein/Lod /
Hl4 mEES_.\\ Ulysses & Hhmoum,.
&6 Worlk! Dulcey

k0% ?.mn_Nu Tiebra

810 E\am&,u Peuline

212 w_nm_ounu Joseph

214 \ﬂ&.n_..._ Sheila

Kim, Huk & Sung

Elo / Koba, Lisa

/
/

¢ edar Ridge Mini-Neighboriiood

T2 in 816 LONG HILL ROATD (Eren wEa_me. anlp)

3475308
345-5010
347-5071
TEB-0478
3474619
347-2R03
344-8676
347-3652
638-3703
347-6134
3440104
347-1304

344-1091
346-1006
344-981]
346-6103
344-8750



October 14, 2010 Common Council Meeting Page 19

MIDDLETOWN POLICE DEPARTMENT
_ TRALHIC BURTAFT
Serpeant Craig Ellcin, Traffic Bureau Snpervisor
323 MADN STREET
MIDDLETOWN, C1 06457
TBL # (860} 144-326
FAX # (R60) 344-3286

Tk Lymn M. Ba.doni, Chief of Polica

TROM: Sergeant Craig Elkin, Traffle Buresu Sunervisor
DATIL Mlay 13, 2009

RE: Long THI" Road Ne-Tarkang determumation synopsis

The fellowing is a synapsis of the erileria vsed in making the decision to post Long THE
Road “Muo Parking™ in the vicinity of the Long Hill and Rideely condominiven
complexcs. Thave alsa ‘nehided my cualifizations, ruinmyg and cxpenenes relaiive o my
recommendaiions frocn which this decision was hased. -

Serveant Craly Blkin ~ Qualifications:

v Traific Officer for over 20 vears corrently seoving a5 Traffic Burean Supe-visor
s Chief Acciden Reconsuuerionist ior over 15 years
e Leogal Trathe Awthority renreseriative Joo over 10 yeers,
o Conducts wal3e studies and traffic coants for the City of Maddletown for over 15
years
¢ Concucts traffic sigral acd rallic conlral sighape studies for the City of
Middletown for over 15 yeurs, Makus delerminations regarding whether or not
srgnals o signs ave wartenled busod upor e Tedzral Mamal of Uniform Trafic
Contro) Devices,
a  Commeniz for all Planning end Zoning proposals reganding tralic impact for over
15 years :
s Suecesalubly completad USIHYT semimer on pedeatrian safcty
o Snccassfully complsted CTDOT seminar o designing bicyele and pedestrian
[acilities
#  Succcsalally completed Statz of O Depurimenl of Transpor taion course related
w traffic control on residental streets and wheze and when 1o use rafMis 57gns,
sipnals and markings
s (iraduate of the TCONN Connecticat Transportation nstlowe legal Traffiz
Anthority Progran: which included the successful completion of the felowing
COUI3ES:
= Curb ent management
o lhe Fundamentals of Anghyzing and Selving Local Traffic Problems
= Appheabon ol Traffic Contrel Tevices

% Gowara al
A\ VAL FAW

.2
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Descripfongt fhisareg o~ oo v a el E

The ares of Lorg 1111} Road which was marked no parking js approximataly three tenths
of u mmite long {of which 1/10% of 2 milc is straight) with the Long £l Condominium
Complex on the west side 2nd the Ridgley Condominium Complex on the east side. ‘The
T.omg Hill Complex consists of 1 10 anits which access Long Hill Road via three separats
driveways. The Ridgely Complexss consist of a total of 94 wnls which access Long Hill
Road via five separate drivewsys. This area of roadway alse serves ax a ihru-wiy 1o
uther small neigbborboods in the are such as the Blue section of Wesleyan ITills and the
residences fom MeGrath Diove,

Long EiNl Road decision:

The deejsion to recoramend no parking o Lo F1A1 Road in zhe area of the Lang Hill
und Ridaely condomiminm complexes was based vpon the following factors:

¢ The width of the road (21-24 feet) was too narmow [or oarieg to be permitted on
one side of the swest and still allow for the free flow of two-vray Tallis 28 leel iz
necessary, Tae following example shows how this was problematic: When
vehicles patked on the weat side of the road, a southbound velicle and &
northbound vehlicle wouold approach heac-om.

v Vehiclas would meat hodd-on, and neithcr vehicla would have the room Lo gel cut
of the way of each other. '

s Whilu a part of the roadway is straight this secticn alao consists of road bends
which hinder the ability 1o se2 oncoming traffie,

o Park‘nz obstrucied sighttines when exivng the local driveways,

s The roadway is a thru-way used for other residential communities and the critenia
neecssary to maks the roadway one-way was not met and amy sueh decision was
net feasinla

Respectfitily,
Sergeant Craig M. Elkin
Trattic Buresn Supervisor

i8]

Page

20
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LONG HILL ROAD ?ARKYNG ISSUE
R REPORT .

Prepared by:

Sergeant Craiz Elkin
Traffic Burean Sopervisor
November 19, 2308

“htﬁmﬂl
\OA W v
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Looy Hi Road parlding issuc report

The foltowing is the Traffic Buresu®s repart in chrenological veder rogarding the abovs izaue.
(ther conversativny end mectinzs (for exmnple: Publiz Salely mectings) fiat may have falken
place unel iliel murl irsrelve the Traffc Bureaw awe pot acceszarily docementzd n this report. This
report decumen’s the issue o Yais due (Novernbes 19, 2008).

Eﬂcggunnd.:

s The sordomiminm complexss on Long ICH Road have baen in existance for 2 reported
30+ years, Approval of the commlex was ender the Plan of Besidental Trevelopmen:
(PRI wliich waived coriain Cily requirsiments, inclnding roadway witdths, Whether o
1ot on-sireel perking was perissible was still left in the purvizw of tha Tzgal Toatiic
Aulhority. On-streed pavking was oot parl. of the warver and wes not a part of the PR,

Seprember 20, 10035:

e Aoreguosiowas nads by the Assistaat Direetor of Pubbic Waorks for “signs tfor a new
development off Long 1141l Road.” Thore 18 no ferher docwmneatatioe, No ofaer smpevifios
are lmow. '

MNovembor &, 2004;

» Ay urtizen's request, additional and updaed “no packing signs” sims weare posted an Lhe
cast aida of Long Fill Road,

dnngc 8. 2003:
# At he Clisi's request, the yellow cushing on Loag 1ill Read was te painted.
Janvary 13, 2007:
»  City-parking ticksls aie issued on Long Hill Road on January 13, 2007, and centinue
(hraugh Movember 1, 2008 for a tatal ol 23 Bekets. The dckets aze issusd Dy badge 1472,
who on Dacember 7, ST, ruquastee the west sids of Long Hill Road be posted “ro

pazking” becarse vehicles are blecking the trave: lans.

Tiecemher 26, 2007:

¢ Councilman Bauer reports that e was sontasted by the assoctalion of Ridgely 1T and
lung Hilk condamninimms with concams tugerding he ticketing, In a actics zem, o the
Cauncilman, he complaimant wrete: “Unit owners purchase:d their mits wiih the
nreerslzamding thatl Cises wizs strest parking, [41s o all of our condo gecuments.”
Coancihoan Baver requested tac sibuation be raviewed,

s (Chief Balden: reguesicd § check the width of €1e toadway and advise what action needs
to be lakor.

Page
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December 38, 2007:

*  The rowdway was determined oot to mest the minhmm requirsryenls T packing and this
officer recommandad the postng of “ro parking”™ on he we-L side. TTapproael, the
posting/muinting woukl be schedulsd for e Spring of 2008, In the nieantime, other
aclutionz would be porsued.

April 3. 2003:
o Tinet the Chisdend Cowaciluan Baver regarding the problem end o look lot solutions.
T'vior to the meeting | had met with Bob Dobmeer, Asgistant Directar oF Pahhe Waorks,

o site to see i thers were any feamble phyvzical changsa thet could be made to toadway
s ulfow Tor parking. There were none that were acononrically feasitle,

September 23, 2MH1E:

& The president of Wes.evan Hills Associartion, Joyvee Hosaittar, asked if parking on tha
weegl side was permittad, and if not, why it was not postad.

Seplember 23, 2003:

o Ia, Rossitfor was sdvizcd tha? parking was not paemited, and it would be rmarked in the
near feturs. She asked if parking drring snove removel woild he permitlad. She wis
adwvisad that it would net, Further diseezaton witl: Ma. Boseitter invelved her questions
eomacrming whens rasdeds wold pacd, and wonld otter soadways in Weslevan Hills
also be nosted no parking if they were toc pamew . Shoe was aldvized that cach proklem iz
addresyed om o case-hy-case bazis walng cextzin criteria.

Seplemlier 24, J008:
e The Maycr was acviscd oy the Chicl of the reesoring for peating "no sarkina,
v T'he zign shop wes advized 1o post or mars the west side of the sitee: “uo purking.” Des
1o underpround ilities, the sigr shop el 1o contuen Call Before ¥eu Dig belore pasiing
amy sty Howoever, prior w the work being dooe, ihe Claef instmersd me wo delay the
mosting until she could obtain a lepal opinion.

Chetober 5 Z008:

e Wealevan Hills Association torwarded o pelttion by b Mayors CHTse reguesing thal
pazking be conrinued o be allowed,

Ohctober 21, 2008:

e Adthe Chiclk reguesl, the Siuata Stafute concsmning no par<ing avsas was forwardad to her
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October 71, 2008;

o Thz Chief received a legal opinion, w1 following thal, and after speaking with the Public
Safety Commission, the Chicf mstructsd me 1o have Poblic Works post fhe wust side. The
sign shop was instructed on Gotober 24, 2008, nad it way subsoquently pested.

Novembcr 5. 200F:

v Wa Rossitter wrote to the Mayor concsmimg her disanpoirtnsat with tac posting and
recuasted if b2 reacindcd,

s The Chiel wis asked o attead the Wasleyar Hills Assoniatica mesting oo November 10,
20038 to address the issve,

Novomber 0. 2008;

o The Chisf forwarded « meme ta ths Divsctor of Pubilic Works requasting that e cenzider
widening “he roadway in the fulhre.

Novocmber 7. 2008:

o The Chicl roquestad the parking criteris used o defsemine a perking or o parking wone
b forwarded to the Mayor.

November 10, 2004:

o The parking recuircmant eniterion e forwarded o the Chie? and the Mayoer.

November 131, 2008:

& Ms, Rossilier Ihanked the Cliet for her attendance at the Board of Dirsctor’s meeting,
follovewl by the Caiaf™s thank you i resporac on November 12, 2008,

Respactnly sebumiksd,
Serocunl Craip Flkin
Traffic Bureau Superyisor
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MaRrTIN, BELATR & CoMPANY
E5A Wethergreld dvenue
_ Hartfera, Corpaeticnt 06114
(204, 523-8384
Prexiden: Divisicn:
Jear i, Bl Jr, Congress Stract Comaan;

rugust B, 1989

L. Georce Lang

Traffiec Divizicn Cobperder
“u_ios Department

City of Widdletown

Sk Clurch Btrzet

giddletowa, Connecticut 06457

Lear it. Laacg:

I at writicg te you in Lhe hope that vou czn colve?t & potentlally dangerovs
situatiern which exists e Lear Eill REoad.

WE

l'|:l

”3 corpany widened thae reads trar 16t 34 faat when we conztructed ths
chy 3ill Condcmipiams.  The 'r‘Fd"‘E}" nifenlnrng I:"-L'—"‘ s Jvar e 850 s 3
arn Area' smqth an ong 43 11 -?'.l:ad apsrexicctae’ly 1,500 Zeet. This
wodening wze done to azcowacdate ihs incraased »ehlculul wraffic snd was
Aogigned with tis no perkiayg situation whizh existed as cur haseline. &
saved roadway o 24 Zzet will not azcommedats parksd cars abd tws passing
zhiciss. Twsigy crileria for tids elltuabion iz wsuallv 26 Lo 28 ezl of
naved roadway coupled with & wninimas ef turping traffic,

i

Fur suowe reascel, owaly thz cast side of Soag H111 Road haz keer pos=ied ro
parkirng. Consurrzotly, ke Ridgely Condominien bagen to eniorce obn alte
parking rogulstions whkich Icrvei Lany peaples o narlk on Loog EiZl 3cad.
Thus, wo Row hzve a sitnailon where the effoctive #=14:h of the travsl lanec
45 cpheistertly lees than -5 fzet.

when you sxaming thoe s-to, a:
=

0 nosg ths drivevsys aad housing dejsity, voo
#ill ses that wo have Lthe pote

atial feor & derious infusy te coour.

a3
.
t

T recpgmenc thzt you exaszine Lois site acd @ecord daso o8 Decsesary oo Zadge
This siituaticn. Would you plsass look inteo thiz metuer and zontact oa at
¥OUT convonlence.
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